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3Tf^Ri;«m 

firwt, 11 2001 

■PtMM : Pl'MHiqyl 18 %3T<lh 

% MTM '’tIBIT StRiPpPI, 1975 Mil' MRF 875f % 3Tf*4+jp^n ^ NKO noii(?l % 31F1T^ 

'fTT.MTT.ft'. S0(3T).—-^tTr '?p?SFr arfMfBJR, 1975 IJ^ TtNt (T#3IM WBPI sfiT ■pTMfP’l) 

iBWqpfr, 1997 '^f PCait ^ I 

(cl>) R3RTT^Fn 

f^irmcleft % f^fiR 6 % ar^fftr ' hh '^ ft fftHH ^ ^ ft ^ 

^ Cf5^ ^ ftrf^ 2-2-99 ^ fftTTTT m\ 2TT I tftviT^ % erffe OTqicT ft ftftft yfft eft 
ft ^ftpri eft tiTuft t^RTd ft 3mTTcf m aiw^icE ■'JHiftt jft 

ftf fft ^ ft 7|9|TfJ^^ 22% ftk ftj ft ft-'fH 15% -eft ft 

■?Jc^ eTU'lft ftt cJiTft 3TfcR eftft^ 1fti|Hlc|ftl ft P|i|U 11 (1) ft Slftt’l (iTRrI 

ft (3RTT£IT^) mU-ll ^-lll (i) ft fftw 11 -6-99 ftt ^^Tlft tft\' ^li;^ ft 1 

fftilHlc|ft1 ft fftsR 12 Tft 14 ft ftftn 1975 (1975) 4^1 

51) ftl EIRT 8 ^ ftt ^qKT (I) }^I R4 tT 44 4ftm ^ 4^rfft'^?T4^ 0. 

ftfrFT fftwft ft 31IEU7 4N<4 4144^14 ft fftw 30-6-99 ftl 3ftft^44T ftW 82/99 ftl4T 
ft" ^ 4ftft4 ftl^ 3Tfftfft44 4ft HSR ft ^4?ftft 'ftSJTT 2907 1 1 ft 

31£ft4 34ft ^ tftRTef 47, 3T4 ft 4F 4174 ft 3rT4Tfft4 ft, 1ft^ 4ft 47 ■7ftni4 4^ 
ftftftfftcl fft4T 24:- 


(41) 29 4174 ft, 2000 Tftftr ^ erft74 7T41 ft 344 TcT 47 22% 3fl7 

( 74 ) 1 4Tft,2000 ft 29 7^ 7T41 (ftft fftr 4TTfft41 ) ft ftftf >3^R1T7T ftft 47 1 5% 


216 GI 2002 


(1) 
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arf^RJEFTT ^ #fTT 1975 ^ EJRT 8 ^ ^ (6) 

^ 'yU'S (l^) ^ ^ 3l<?1|c|| 3r%ygf%RT [clchl'a^Flel ^ ^ 

STR eTRTt ^ ^aT-7TT8T ^ ^ JRH cf5^ ^ t I 

2. ^arlR^ f^mFTeft % 18 if) 3 [#^t arptf^ 

,(^.^ .) ^9^^ 3f^^■ F^tfcRT ^jfTfcfRfT f^o (l^.'^ft.i:^.) 9^4 ^ RYcT ^ f^RM % crf^ 

3TRm ^ cfTl ^ ^ ^ sTEH^ ^ 'JTRH ^ f^H I d % ^TTRcT ^ WJ\^ 

Rj YafmR % ^RfraRT % RTar w 1 rr[^,2001 r1 

9^SRT RT RfT Rrft f^RT RH SJT 3f|Y 3if^ 'jflxl tff^U||H 16-5-2001 Rift RJ 
3flY ^ 20-6-2001 ^ RRT % RRJRf RRTRRTT A RFlf^ fW RTF RT I 

YafTRR f^RRRft % f%RT 18 % RTR #R ?]RF 1 975 

^ RR 8 Rf ^ RRITR (1) aflY (4) ^ glR JTRT RItIRI RT RIR 4R^ RT^R RR 

4f^RRt W 9-1'7lgRT 7f fcRR RR^ % WRcT RR?f RRR ^ 3lf^^R RRIT 73/2001 #R 
R^R 28 2001 ^ RRT ^f fffRIR ^ RRR R f^RRRR ^aftR4 RcR^ Orf^T^d 

l^t > 


(R) 10% R^ RRR 30 uj^,2001 ^ 29-6-2002 RF (cfRt f^ Rrf^) 

(^) 7% Rsr aRTR 30 2002 ^ 29 ■^, 2003 rf ^ (^ Rt^Tel ) I 

#R Rf^lf^TR 4^1 £fR1 8^4^ RTRR (6) % (r) RfeftR 

RlcpKI^Del ^ % Rf 7f ^ f^RTR ^ 3RRT R YaflRTf ^JeR ^ ifl W <-[1 ^ | 

3- f^ RTIRR, RRRf fcfTRT, 4^ 4^ 1^41 RR t % R^R 4^ 

%RR,2001 ^ ^ ^ 4RftR, ^.r'IR'UI.RIJJII^v; Ri 4%R 3?4^t44 ^ f^RTR 14-12-98 4^1 
Rf^HjRTT Wn 103/98- ^ Ryf^d I^RRRftR ^ ^?flR ?J4R tf^R 

3TfSrf9R4 1975 4^ RR 8 ^ ^ RS^Ir 44^4 f^RR 28 ^4, 2001 4^ 311^^441 Wn 
73/2001- #41 4 Rl# 44 ^d 4^ f#T ^ ^ f^ 

R444 RRT 4 f^RTR RT RTRR 3194^ #f##TR RR ^ 4# 3Tf4R t I 4F # 4RT 441 # 
4 rR ^5RT4, 2001 7f ##4 3T#44 # f#ll9^ 3551 RT RT 34414 93TT # 4^ 2000-2001 
^ #7T4 ffpRR ^ ^Rl 3TTRcr 44 13% ^ # 3Tf#4 #44441 t I R4 3T9#eT #44 R4( f# ^ 
#44R#R # #9 R# 3TT4T# 44 R4RRI 4#4r4 4J4R 4?1 4rT RRRI 4R #4i RT^ I 

?4T# 3TRTR, RT ##4 RR 4J4R # 4R 4R t R4 44 # 4#4T4 4J4R RRR Rf%4 | 
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4. ^ ^ eft 3fk ^ 8^T 

^ ^ 3Tf^[f^ 1975 ^ ETRT 8 ^ % 3r#T Pl>hf^d ^ 

3Tmm f^if^H'd w ^ 3T%cf5 an i cbi^i4 ^ ^ Tran 

STT I ^^STT4 4^T ^ an 45IT ^ Sff^TgpRT f^cnravfld ^ ^ % 3n4T^ ^ ^ 

^ 4?t 3f^T4Tft ^ % nr5f ^ 1 

(^) Hfttiin:- 


^ Srf^f^RT RchTH^d ^ ^ ttRcT ^ % 3TFIT?3 ^sf^TPT cf^t ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ f^xn^ ^ ^ Tfrf^ 22-10-2001 cnt f^ w an 3^ 

f^nt 4 ) 23-10-2001 ^ nr^ % aRTm^nn wchif^id f^ w an 1 w 

^atr ^ ^Ttf^ 4?r nt^ ^3n% 3 ^ ttI ^^xn^ ^54 29-i 1 -2001 

xsmr 4 ^ ^ 4^1 an m\-~ 

vjcqi^ 

(i) snrtf^ ^(^fcndn f^o (x^.aft.^ffr.ir^.), •gr^ 

(ii) ihfi1cn<7^ t^o (xT^.#.xi-d.), * 

(iii) '^^cTl IdRi^ dPTeldl^ 

3iram^n/^OT»T)Tm 33 ^ 

(1) '^.■^.■?n? ^ 

(2) IPTR tt;5 

(3) fcIRiy ^f^4l 1^0, ^ 5 ^ 

(4) 'iHldcndoi 

(5) ^[t^n sR^, 

(6) vwt, 

(7) ^-17 nr^d^i f^o, 

(8) efcn^n^ ^i?dR f^o, %'i^r^ 

(9) npft ?n^ f^o, ^ 51 ^ 

(10) k!edl c^sr'l^jJl'Jl f^o_ q|c;\; 

(1 1) Wn:»W tcTo, 
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(12) cpcix! sfTc^lTFf, 

(13) 0c1<Pni 

(14) in^ f^o, 

(15) 4Tff 

(16) ^ 

(17) 2Tf#teT, 1^0, 

(18) ciVrM 3jMTPlc13H 1^0, h| fWl- 

(1 9) ^^'51 fc^o, l^cvil 

(20) 45')fc^o, Tjal 

(21) ■>e^R[[erf^^ji tt%tt I^o, ^51^ 

f^rafcTtp 

( 1 ) 

(2) 4-^^, 

(3) ^if^l WT7 

(4) ^ c4H ^ 1^0, f^rrn^ 

(5) ^4^ tffrto 

(6) cll^^M 4 IRcH c(7h 41, cTT^cTFf 

(7) 3TO^1, (#R%H TTRtr^) 

(8) cRleHK >^5^')^1405 041 

(9) 3TT^‘Tft.^. 

(10) ciM? HtcNlt 

(11) 4>')'ilHlHr cf?|\!4)^^M, 

(12) f^o, ^.X^.XT, 

^^riTTT'j 

(1) T[T[^ WTH ^PlcfKH 

dt^Nfr 100, WTH 

(ii) 3TeTT^ T?TTl%^ ( ^ ^ 3TT^ ) 3[|chel'^ 2006 

(iii) ch>lRqH i^s^Y^Richdr (^ 4t 3 tt^ V ) ^^rPTHt-^, f^niref 
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(iv) 5^1 cbRachel cTT^cJH (.311^.-C?4, 

?TT^4H 

(v) cfjfir^ ) cp^frta 22209 , ^ ^ ^ 

(vi) cf^, ^ ^ 

ITR^ ^tn3R 

2. etf^rtel 

3. ^iR Wcf^ ^RgteR^ I?^fTlf^lT[?R, 

4. 3IM i^^'lf^l^!(R 3W 

2. g^ar^ % ^ ^tcjj 5if^ Mdcb ^ w arf^wr, 

wiR, ^^n, ^.i^.3iR, cf^tf^ 3IN g.'^, 

g;.W.^, 3fR A vs^igit) % yfrff^M ^ v3r% ^ ^ 

^5^5£TTgTl^/gM % RT?2R 3^ ^ sfr I 

3. 1^RRP 22.10.2001 % % TJ^TTcf PlTHfc^fed ^ 5fRT fi? 

vd^|ci«t> 

1. fB'g^R 3IRff^ ^f^chel 1^., 

2. 1^„ 

3imid«r)/viH*ilTt>i vJtiVi 

1. ch'd'( wi>s<tC'd f^., 

2. 49>i^ f^., g^ 

1. f^idid RNJ|ig>! 

2. f^idiei ^ gR ^ gms cfj. >3^13 <9'S \ji4'9 

3. ^Pi^H ^RiPb<R feiPT^, 
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P|ijjd<!b1' in ^f^cfituT 

Pi<uldch1 6[rt PinRiRad ^ ^ t :■ 


(^) f^Tcgt fib Hid 

(i) fibdid ^?T in YFRTT vJ^IRT ^ ^ifrp ^ Id's' ^ ^ 'T>l4 

% I 20 4f ^ % STETWr ^ Hbdld cZfMf^ WT ^ 5r4t^ ^5TmT t 3fR 3T?I f^TTd 

^ifTT fcb^ t ^2TT ^ RRcR ^ t I 

(ii) 'Wd' ^ ddTTdd^ ^Td Idd4 '4t l^bdid ddTTdd l^dT didl %, 'HRd ^ 
Pbd l d ^ did 3Tte t 3fR dRd ^1 ^T^dT^RT dFF ePT^ 9000 ^ 10,000 Ed 
hRrTF t ddlNd erndn 5000 dd ^ 6000 dd dlrFFTF t I 

(iii) dd^bt d# dddT 3TTdT^ ^ dddd^ blRf ^ t A 

fibdTd 3rnj^' 3TdRt^ irfrRdtrtdPRb d^lddt d? Id ^ # I 

(iv) RldT^ ^ flbdld d^T df^ 3ndTd dNd ^1 dTdd^ ^ f%d % 3T^dR ^ I 

(v) dTcS? cdIMR '^dd cbl YSltdTd d>1 ^ d^ dRT d^t ddTd d^ 31N^dddf 

t 3fk dlRd % YR^ It'd 4 dd ^ ddd YdftdTd ^Jed^ d^T 3 Re 4 3TTd dddd dR Rdl df^ I 

(^) iRrar^fi fibHic^, 

^Ed^ RRddT A d^ RdddT d^ ^ dlf^ aflR 4 Id1 ^ ^1 ddTd d4 3rmi 

dR^ f I ^ Rrddd?ftel "4^11 ^ dRT ^ dT^ f^bdM ip addd dd dSftdTd djdd^ W d^ 

yd dR^ 3f1y ^ did dldb STf^Rldd ^ dd dd ^ dd df ’ft ydftdTd ^Jed^ 3TRrftdd df apjftd 
t I 
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(^) ^^^f>^>cb f^., 

(i) ^ efMTT cffr fLh^ld % ^5^ SfSJcfT f^ijf^ld 3?TTJcfc^ ^ ^ 3^ 

^ ^ m ^ nm ^ f^ i ^ 5 nt 

^ ^ % f^ 3r3^ t i 

(^) 3TI<JidtDV^ri4^|cbTlf ^efr^ll ^ ^f^<b|ui 

(^) :gT^ 

(^) ^fS^ijl f^., ^ 

N ^ ^aFT wj ^ 11^ ^ 3Tf^rg1%i?r f^m ' i>r i d M ^ 

^ arraicT ^rtt ^ ^aiWiT ?jecf3 ^ % qraf t ? 35 ^^ ^ 

^^aRT % Mdlvild ^ g^rf^WRT 3TTcr9W t 3fr? 3TR«T ^ R^TW cR^ cf3T 

3r^£J f^ill ^ f^ cFlfT cTrfd^ 'HfcTRl ^ f^dlcl anejid) W ^aTf^Tra ^aTR ofT^I ^ 
fc^ '^I’^'lfdd t” I 

(^) f^fdT3lif ^ ^ TTcfj ^v^l^TTT %fJrcfK^ f^. ^TTW tf?[ tjr if, 

3fk 1%^F^f wrt^, wqt^, 3^7^ ^ if ^ 

^ ^ ^f3RR, ^3Tr t ^ 1% HRd ^ 3lk nm ^ ^ ^ g 1 ^ 

^ 37.5% l^dlef R^'tW aiHdl cb^Pidl C>3 cfj^ ^ ^ ^ 4 3piJ t %dld 

(^0 f^37TRa ^}ft f^Pldl^r diPd ^ ^RFe^PJof c^ TTTR ^ 

^ ^ ;JTR1T t ^ f^ % 3f^f^ t I ^ tttR 3fl^ 

^OT?TR ^ cjfftTT^ WT?t ^ ^ ^ f I 

(^) ^l7ft fclPldldf d^ldK sTI^ RT'>T ^FTT 7# t sfk 3pjj ^dTT^ % cfff 

^ ^ f^fRTR 3JiTi#d3T3Tt 3!^ W^ ^ cfR ^ t Rt x^TWPrf ^ ^ ^ 

^l^id'l mj Wf=Rl ^fR ^ I 

(^.) snenTt ^ ^cMiqcpl ^ YafhTFT ?Jc<p ^ 3T^ 6f^ ^ 1^ 3TT^c;^ 

an ^ 3nR t i 
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(^) ^ Rnd^, 2001 % 3TRWT ^ 3Tcff?T ^ ^ ^ 

^ Ge<||ciH % 3TPJRT 3Tte S!1T sfR ^ t # 

teRT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^TcTRi ^ 

3ISlt^^ 3ltr^ ^ Rt?W, 2001 W l^bdlcf % 3RIT fctMm, ^ ^ 1 7,000 

( 92% ^ ttoUt eRRTT ) ^ ^sJT^qra SIHcn ^ ^Nel 1 5600 REdld ^ dd^ldd 
^ ^flcET t Rrwr % ^ ^fTFRT ^ f^ ^ ^ t 3T1 

■’^ % dcHlc;d cf^ vd-lcfTl aRFft cntci-ll^ CPK^I ^ H 1% fcTqTJH cfJlYR I 

{^) ^ 2000-01 7f ^ ^ 2222 f^did 3 TRTtT ^ ^ 

1999-2000 ^r 951 ^ STRTRT ^ ^ an I Miilddl' % "cPKuf ^ 

arRTRT Ft, fef^ FY^If^ ^ RFFH 70 3Rfr^f^ W dV Pf^ER^I 

3fk FFKR 3RT oTFRft ^ aiFNHft F# sJI I 


(R) FT^^fcRIT ^ 3ET^ dcRKdl M-mVi '5fR^ cf^ sidlij f%dle1 % 3tIi|fd %) 31%^ 

RFIceRI FRT t f^5RRET 3T2j t ddllcidl iR PlchK^l fRllR; ^ ^ 

^ d l dd ^ cE^ 3Tf^ f 

(^) BY 3TT£ITf^ BB Met t ^ Ftfef^d daiT 3RB 

arf^ER f^fRTra, 3TTFYit^lMR FSB FTOl^eld ST^'t^d ^ FRT I^PlB^f RbB 

f I FRT FY^ilf^’BT cf^FT^I^I^RT^^’BFFYtf^FB f^Id 3T[£TTf^d 

dcBIcil cET iT^ HTRl ^ FRF f^tRniW RTBFT #7 FFBF Mf ^ I B^d^YnB 
^ A 3FF FB'J^atr F^t 1%dld FF F7E FFt FBet^ ^ 1% RfFTTet ^ FTF ^ff^! STEjf^ 
^ FFT ^ I 

(r) ' FYT^ Re^d ^ F^ 3l^R[RT F^ t 1^ f^FFTRllR ^ ^ f^EFTR % 3FF1^ 

'!-41^d YFfTF F5'^ f^Fl Rl^' FFlRh 4 l%dld % FRf FFTTFF % FFY^I l^^'fTd % 

anFTF Site ^ I 3IF: f^lHId FB^telFft F^ FFT FFBB RBFT f 1^ telFtef ^ "xl1 FTFTF 
FR^ F^ ^FT F te I fteE 16.5.2001 ^ Site A FF YteR fte FBI FT 

BFB F^ ^ 12,000 Tft.FF 3ftY ^ F^ ^ 12,500 ^ft.FF FIF 3fR 311^ ^f ^ S^l FYTte 
FF^ BTFT % te Yar^BFT ^ F?t RiRiR^I ^ F^ sft I BF TR^ fte RTFT t 1^ F^ 

B^ FB^ YtelB ^ te teTR % 3ITBTF BTt 3IFF1^ te 3nBBBF3 % 3ftY 

FYlfelB BFT F^ FBte F^ telT FF^ tetF^ 28-6-2001 F^ 3Tf£|^^Fdl Yte 73/2001 
4 3F51<J>d TgF F^ FfRI FF F^t^ BBF ^ F^ t I 
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KiM'ilxt) 31elMI ■'^4 "glRF cfTl J|l^ 

R?r ^ % I 

3n^ amp ^ 5 ^ 

(i) ?TH ^ ^ f^Rim 28 2001 ^ Tjm #fTT arfSRJtfRT R, 73/2001 ^11 

Rnfr t Rff f^HiH mr ^ ^fertRiR amf^ t i 

F^^tfeRTT ^PlcficrM t^. gRT fcpR Tfrr tfR amilRd RT cpRRT m^RflRRf '^'^1 eflR 

lafT I 


(ii) ) rtI f?P ^ WRm mR-jl t m ^ 

'^Rl<Re^ ^lerf^RI f^. ( RR lift ReT ) % ^IRR 3[fe RR^ ^ RIR RT^ RI^rRIcP 

anw R'Wi^R ^r w ^ RmcTT # 1% ^ ri4rPicp amiR rrt rrrci A 

RR#^ % amt RTf^ RR RTRTft 1 vR^itli^d 4 rt ^T Rt Rprirt fciRntdiail A 
^ xjR) t I A f^PRm 4) 6f% wftRRafr ^r t afiR fi rirr A 

hIPici %rtoT fciPidtui rr 4 % ijf^RT wrf^ RR ctt t' Rft 4m 4 arR aT^jeft 
f^Pintdi t I 

(iii) R? R?cmjot_ t TT^ RR f^pTR^^ RRT TT^^fttxjR RR arPHlRR Rm RR 

RRT Rt ?RRR f^RReT RR Rt^ RR? ^ f^Pintdl affR RRT RRRW % RR 4 ^?RRf^cP|Rcf; Plil^RR 
anxjRT f^RIRR ^ PhdlH aTTRlRd RlttRt 1%cff 4^ f4R)cg ^RRrIr R^t RfRTRRF § ^ Pb 
■g^sRR: afR mRR % % affR ^ aiM^ ctRR RRTTRt % 311 Rid ^jeR> 4 m41 4^ aPRt 

RRRt r 4 6|41 Rjfciddl RRTR Rm4 4? fefR MRRRR ^ I 

(iv) Rmrtrp Rf^R^rfM Rtt r? rtrrt t f4^ rrr A f4^RRi 

armit^R RmtRt ^ rtrr r4 M auMRiRl 4^ rtr^ f^Rtm 28.06.2001 r 4 arPr^'j^Rdf 4^ 

at#a f^bdid mr aif^Rtf^d RsfpqiR 4^ 14R^ie^ Rm m miR rr- aft rniR i 

(v) cp^tR RRRRJ 4^4 f^Rtcp 30 1999 r 4 arf^^RRT R. 82/99- 44n -^em 

4? iRT fibdid XR ^sttRTR ^e^P arf^atf^R f4Rn Ri I r4t art^PgRRT R?Tf44mm ( ^^rir ) 4^ 
f^RTR^ 12-5-1999 cp 3Tf%R f4^p4t xr otrtRcT sft I R4§id aiRni f4mPRt 4 R?ir44mxp 
(^a4xTTR) ) ^ RF fepm RRT RT f4^ 4 a444RR f4TRT t f4^ 4 cTTRd 4 ^4 FTPlR 

RR4 % fcIR PPdM RRR 4 gJW RmtRR R>44 f4Rr4T gKI R^txRR R^eR) r 4 aTRpT r4 311R RcJ|4 
r 4 ariRTRRRn R4t Ft4t i fr tirtr 4^ arrRTRRt 4^ rtcJv^r xtr 44^ 4 RFTf44mm ^4tRiii r4 


216 G1/2002—2 
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29 2001 % ^ an i f^fnn^ 

3nnf^ ( YsflnR ) ^ 16 n^, 2001 % 

3iRth P[t<nn1 % ^ ^ ^ i^nid ^ T^lmn n>1 wncif^ ^ Riinf^i 
^ aft 3fR ^ %nnf^ nft aft f?n f^bnid ^fft nrai ^ jruy % ^ (ft ^ 

cFiftfft? ^ ^ w ft> ftHHM % 3imm ft?T ft HP! 3ft^ 3n^ ^ ^ ^ 3nftft^4 
^ I ^v’cni'^ ft 1ft^ ftl 3nTft 28 2001 nft srfft^Ypn ^ 73/2001 - ftftn ^ 

nraic^T^ ^ ^ % fftn ^ ^ ^ 30 ^n, 2O01 ft 29 2003 cpn ^ 

Yftftnzf ^rnfft nft w I ftlft^i w ^ enn^ siftm cir^ft^ % srftftT an'^iicf aftY 
Ift^fn^fiftWr ftfti ft ^imift nY ft ^ Yeftnm ft ^ ftft i 

(vi) ^ £2TFT ftn aiaftjft t fft fliftftft ftu^ ft 7<pi nftftftPP ( Yeftqin ) ft pth 

^ ^ annft n? ^nftft ft aft fft ^aftnm aftft ft wan nnr ft n”^ fftniei 

anft^ fftftfftd 'dcMi'ft ft arftmftdfpfi ^ ftft 1 

(Vll) fftftftft ^ ir^fftftel ft ft WtiT (ftdld ft ^'ft ^ 

'n^ aft w Hftftfticn Yafftra ft gfttsnn ft fftriN ftl fftrn an ?ftftn ft 
fftnra ^ 7?ft ^ ftl^ ftfftq t I fti ft iftnid anftfti ^ftn ft 1tft 

ft ftra^T ft fft? ftftn ft5 f^ fftdM ^ Tftnra ft ww<\ wft ft fftj pfftf ^ 
■jfttapT fft^nr 'jinj 1 

cKflfft ai? IftnicH fftftffti TT7 fftip^ nn ttfrt ft fftr 

ftf ei^ w ft iftnid anft^ ft ft (ftnid anftft^ ft ftft ftil ft airlift 
ft fftft ft 3Icr?R ft cl1%RT ^ ftft ^ftcn? fftn^ 28 ■^, 2001 ft 3Tfft?5xHT 71 73/2001 - 
ftlni ar^ ^nftam ?icn arfftftci ft, ftftn arfft^j^Ri ft fftn^fftei ftft ft Ton ft 

ftft ft fftniei ft aiRift n7 ft n^ ft fftfti ft nfftftftrft ft nft 
^Enlft? ftft ft nn ttr nr nrft ftr ft amft arfftim n7 ft%n n^m n ftft i 

(ft tiftci ^dcnrcjft ft ^l^ftui 

ddnnft ft PlHfelfftd ^ t - 

(i) Tftnm Tjem ft arftft ft fftTciR nn 1ftft arTW ft TcR nn aifm an 

fftRift fft-nrdT vadnnn^ ft nftk ftft nfnft aft i nanfft arnfft ft fftn^nn ft 
TfeST ^ ^3n I anmn ft tir^ ftft ^ i RiTdiRn aift^ (araifti 1 ^5^ ft 4 ar^rsR, 2001 ) 
ft napT fftniftl ft anann arenw Iftncft ftftrft nr ft 2000-2001 ft 26,442 ^ ft geHi 
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23.044 ^ I ^ 3IW[^ ^ ( 7899 ^ 1 ^(?fTf, 2001 ^ 4 31^^ 

2001 ^ ) fcic^myild ^ ^ f^4T^ 3ff^ 3m51^T ^ s\im\ fan i ^ >^,^11 nn 

3?^ c?iT 3% ^ 3ito ^ 4 c!hh ^ t?fr ^ annm n^ fe^n n^' 

^ 7?i t ( ^ ^ % wnn ) i 

(ii) #fn tf^ aiM^n £irt 8 ^ % aif^ ^ ^ m^\^ n^ 

Tsftmn ?R ^ t ^ ^ fcT^ ^ ^ amrm nn im ^ an^^ % 

3% ^ nR ^ I ^ vinn^ui ^ ^ ^ ^ Hnin 4?r n^ t ^ w annin nn 

'dM'iW qPi8 tn1 nr? n^ cn^fm 1 afR ara^Wf, nKd “^RnTR arfSr'ij^nni ^ 

103/98 f^nnn 14 1998 % a{#i nf fcnnRRfRi ^ -ni^ t i 

nlM ani?fnn fSf^nrd nn ^ n^i wimn^ ^ t afR nRn Rpnid ^nr r4' 
Pinldcb t I nf^M anto (x[4^ f^c^'HvfTR ^ ^ armicT nn 33.80% ein^ snr 
( 1998-99 ^f ) ^ ( ai^, 1999 ^ nH 2001 ^ n^l amf^ ^ nf^i 

amSWr ^ fVnrei an^ % Rr ^artnin ?Rcn nfM^nn ^ 4% ^ nnr ^ T[zj| | -^ 

^ ^ ■^t n^ aft ^ -^tf^ amf^ aft ( araftn arft^, 2000 ^ ^it5 2001 

^ TSftnnn rpj an ) ft? 1^ nfftm amftnn "ft fthnid annm nn im 3% ^ c^>\ an i 1 
arftR, 2001 ?ft 4 ar^, 2001 nft amnn w. n#ft ^ anrfft ft? ^Rm anftftni 2349 
^ fft)HicH ft? aRUTcT nft n^ t I 3RR ^ anrf^ ft? fftR f?R anw 30,380 ^-i ( 

^?=?ftcft ^ ) ft? ^ar ^ aw'^ nft fanr nft dt anftR?! 4 ?t tRr Rnnn 7.73% (?fti 
fen 3% ft? ^ ^ 4?# arf^n? t l ) t l nfft ft?4cT 27,872 n:n nf/iei<^ ?i?l 

IftTRT nf nftt ( 1999-2000 2000-2001 ) ft? ^ afRfci rnfftn? anmcT ^ ^n w: ntriftl ft? 

afRncT ft? afran^ ftf f^ni nft ??ir' ?ft nf^TR araftem "ft ^ einnn 8.4% ten t i fteft 
ften nft ft? anw ( 26,442 nn 4 ?t ) ft? ntter ft? Rm ft ten amte nn ter 8.8% ft 
ten t I ten amtei ft Rrttr ft? anmn n^ ^jan? fftr nn daniei w^i ft nninn 

nHl I 


(iii) ter, 1999 ft, ten ainter ft? aranni fft?ftt fterteni te ft tennr amnn nft 

te ftnmm te afl i nanfft fftntff ai^ mnd ft fterai ft? ?Rn fftten? ft> ^ ft 
t tefft? fft^ ft ?5te, 2001 ft? ten ft annn fn? ften ftftd n?n 
fte 11 Rinifn ft fft?nid ft? te te ten ntek niRR te ft (fftnm ter^ fft^ ni-ni 
ftf fft? tetenn-v ft? fftfftnfn ft nfn? ftftft t) afR fftdfl ft? te nmft teft nu'd ft i 
■teeR[ ftn ft mnd ft f%nrd “ehi annm aRn^ai 4?n nftte ^ anten? nw ft ftfni nl 
nm I Rmrfn ft (^fenft 2001 ft ) tenar 4 ?t n?if smm ft ?3dMidn "fd 4?nft ft? ?^n? fdniftf 4^ 
apnn' ftergn ft anmci nft nr? ftf an nft Rrt4?t ten mrft t\ f?eT anmn ft? 3% ft ?nftl arfftd 
TTR 4 ?n f 4 ?T ft I 1 ?5te 2001 ft 4 amffeR, 2001 ft? te nft arte ft? ten fdni^n n 
ninftln'te nn anten? nft teriei ft^ Miftar n|ft ft I i ^di4 2001 ft fd emnn ftH nftlm 
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^ ^ 7066 ^ f^FTTH % ^ ^ t I ^ 3T^ ^ 

^ 3TraM ( ^ ) 23044 ^ ^2T ^ 4^ ^ t^FTTg^ 

44 im elWT 30.66% t ( ^ 3% ^ ^ ^ ^ 4^ TW t ) ^ ^ 

4^ ( 1999-2000 44 2000-2001 ) % ^ 27,872 c:4 3?f^ 4^^ % 3lW 4Tf^ 344^ 4nsT 
^ tft4 4^'^ % 34414 3fi4^ 4?t ^ef4T 45t 444 Tfl f^THT^ 44 4l47 eT444 25% ^ 4414 ^4dl 
^ I f^Bc^ 1^xft4 4^ % 34414 ( 26,442 44 44 ) % nfrl^TcT ^ Tf f^TRI^ 44 4l47 26% ^ 
4144 ^441 t I 

(4) 4to 3145144 V4 f^34T^ ^ ^ 4^ ^ f^4fH 44 34414 I^-^WrT 4R 

^ ^ %, 4K4 7T4^ ^ Rl4iy7 1?4 4l^ 3415144 ^ ^ 41^ ft>44e1 ^ 3441^ 47 

7^fl414 ^741 cFH^ 7i4?11 3lfSRJ441 ^4lf5 417^ 44 31^4 f^1 t I 

(5) 4m 451441 44 f%41 7511414 ?Je41 ^ ?4 4 I ^ ^ 34414 451 W ^ 4^ 1^44141 

1^45dl3li 4^ 4 i11y aif^ ^ I Tnm ^ W 4^ t l 417^ ^141^ ^ 34414 451 41^ 

^ , ?71% 47414 f\ ftmiel 44 44174 44^ 4141 cM 444^1 ij1 ^ 7igx4 ^^1 31474, 

2001 4c4 2861 44 m I 34r11%41 ^4>c41 f^. 451 ^41 ^ 417 41 4^ sfl ( 4 ^ 

19 Rl4f47 2001 4i 414 ) 44 28 314=^ 2001 451 1009 44 ( ^ 4T41 ^ 71^ ) ^ 4^ 
44174 % 4474 411 41 ^ It^ 44 711441 ^P74I 4? 71444 t I 

(6) 31^ 2000 ^ 4P^ 2001 if) 4l7T4 RotR 45l4cfi ^ 41 ^ 45l4cf1 47 f^-414T 44 

34441 ^34 I ?7lfcT4 4l^ 1^1414 RtRI'HIuI 4m|Pl4l 4ll 3441 1^4414 % ije4 4>4 4171 

4# I 

(7) 4m11 3145144 3fl7 f^FIl^ ^ t1>4lc7 ^ 34414 47 3RRiH 344K 47 75ll444 

7Jc4l ^ 444^4 % 34444 3fr7 4%ui 34l5l44 ^ 1^44171 34414 47 7^11414 7J741 4^14^4 

<j 4<4|41 4414 4441 ^ 34^44 %41 t I 

(B) f^nzf4l 


^ 414^ ^ R4114 44 TI’H 4^1, 444441, 444l443il'/3141441 

44 1441441 74l^c7 %, :^I 47^ 3141^ 4l1 £4imj^ 4^ t I fcrf^ 4511 ^ ^1451 71741 ^1 ^ 
4414 44 t, ^ 4^R 4f^ % siRltoR ^ tM TWf&TT 4^ t, ^^1544 % 

Tf tj4 7t4 ^ 74^ t I 4F TW 714 ^ 41FT 441 aJI f?ll 4^14 ^ 4d1cT ifZ] 

% 3l1?r7jRfc1 f?l411717ll7f t?li tI f^RIR 44 34414 7^41 ?Je41 tR41 3rf?lR[44 1 975 451 4171 8 
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^ % 31#T ^ ^ STl 3fR qapft ^ ^ 

^ Xt4 ^ ^ 8TT 1 ^ ^ % 

3TrJTM ^ ^eftWT 3TRT cf^ TTTf^ epfT^ f^'IIH % amiTcT 

fci[cf)r?r?ft^ ^ "^ji an I 

^ ^ 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-2001 ^ 2001-2002 ( f%?TT^ 

2001 ^ nr^ ^f ^ armicT ^ ^ t "n? ^nrnr t ^ 

^ R? ^ ^ fcRT 1 ^ 1998-99 

XR 1999-2000 ^ 3Rf£r % f^ 3fnn# •feicbxii ^ f^ t 3lk ^ 

2000-2001 % 2001 -02 (2001 cTn?) % sfnn# ^ 5R^ t f^Rc^f^ 

' ^41'^ ^rrf^ 3fR chi^^^'i #fTT % Tuai ^Fiwf^R ^nr R!JT t I aitcF^ ^ 3 tteir 

'HR?T A f^fRT^ nn "gR STRIRI ^ 'HlR^Tl % Rf?ltR?f 

tor t 1 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 


2001-02'(9/0l) 


wr %?Rr 

’Trsn %?Rr 

Tn^fT %7Rr? 


%^s: 

T!ft^ tft 3fR 

7.000 

0.03 

117.667 0.40 

- 

-• 

40.000 

0.16 

^>11 i| 

85.735 

0.34 

16493.150 56.29 

7348.301 

27,79 

8059,231 

31.16 


- 

- 

20.500 -0.07 

- 

- 

- 

- 

t3TM^ 

5911.450 

23.45 

849.716 2.90 

1014,139 

3.83 

76.400 

0 30 

cBtf^ 3TR 41 

9762.106 

38.72 

16.000 0,05 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tfcrf^ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1570.000 

6.07 


- 

- 

100,000 0.34 

- 

- 

- 

- 


36.000 

0.14 

895,046 3.05 

- 

- 

- 

- 

OT?51cfn 

8522.457 

33.80 

2165.344 7.40 

374.000 

1.41 

2020.124 

7.81 

Rn'iiy,-? 

16.000 

0.06 

72,600 0.25 

41,400 

0.16 

8071,483 

31.21 

r?^c^'(c^'5 

0.100 

- 

28 000 0.09 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3K^ 

- 

- 

108,000 0.37 

- 

- 

296.400 

1.15 

dl^clM 

809.505 

3.21 

231.850 0.79 

3550,420 

13.43 

3779.886 

14.62 

aiARcf,! 

62.645 

0.25 

8204,216 28,00 

14114.732 

53.38 

1947,000 

7.52 


25212.999 

100 

29302.089 100 

26442.992 

100 

25860.524 

100 


nR ^^flRT cnfEiRRR 1975 ^ ?1RT 8 ^ % mWRt 

t ^ 1^ >H^45K ETKT % 5fR£TPTi ^f TfflnRT 3TlMf^ n?1 

^iItT) 5RxT cfR^ % 1 

^ ^ ^ n? t ^ ^ 

nKcf 7f nf^ niRi TR ^ 3Ts5tn arrraid cf?f t 

'eR^ 'd'dln'l n^ik siRf “<€l t R grmnn t, ^ ^ ■?TRTn?l^ ^ 3Tl£i'>[^RnT ^ 

^ Rf1 ^ cRT ^P[cFJ^ t I 
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iff fcTcfTRRft^ ^ ^ 31|iJlfr|c1 ^ ^ 

cT^ \3YT c|^ ^ ■^TfT ^ "ft 3ImicI ^ fB'ftll 3% 'ff 3rf^fcf> SpEfSH ^ 

3?1^ ^ ^ ^ cRg ^ 3TPTm ^ t ?ft ^ ^ ^ cR^ ^ TRTT ff ^ ^ 

^ sTRim ^ f^iRTciR 9% ^ 3Tte im I 


^HlfM ^ ^ tor WT t 2001 -2002 ( SlfTR- ^ 

?T61HT^ % cflyM PlHfdRsI^ fcfcpRRft^ ^Yfr ( f^Hich 14-12-1998 ^ 103/98- 

^ ^ ^ 31#T 3itRjf^ STfSngYHT 62/99 f^HT^ 13-5-99 ^ ^sir ff 

’7R?r ff fffRTel 3IRTTcT 3% ^ 3Tf^ TFT t :- 


3E?5Wt ^ 


cf^^TTTT ^ TR^ tar WT t f^chl^Rfld ^ ^ iTTTcT ^ 

'm 3TRTTcT FT FFUgujlii TSTIFT^ TJcFT % 3TeqT£ftH ^ I 


^ 3r1?Rjf^ RlcbT'HT'licT I^TW Fc^ FF IITTF ^ f^'1l<M % 3TRTTcT ^T 

3% ^ cfRf ^ ^Dff cf>T TRIRnF ff 9% FtcfT ^ ^ TR^ f^RTT \Jlldl t FTT WR ^ 

^ ^ fChHId 4TT ^TRITcT TaitFT^ TJc^ ^ 3R^f4 ^ I 


[RF. TT. IJ^T %3IT^ TTT %2/98-(’5Tftw) ] 
3TR. % u^, 
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OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR GENERAL (SAFEGUARDS) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the Uth December, 2001 

Sub ; Review of Safeguard duty imposition on imports of Phenol into India from notified 
developing countries under Rule 18 of the Customs Tariff (Identification and Assess¬ 
ment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 (hereinafter referred to as the SGD Rules) read 
with Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975—final findings, 

GSR. 50(E).—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 thereof 


A. Introduction 


The notice initiating investigation concerning import of Phenol into India 
was issued on 02.02.99 under Rule 6 of the SGD Rules. Final findings were 
issued under Rule 11(1) of the said Rules, (published in the Gazette of India 
(Extraordinary) Part ll-Section-3-Sub-section (i)) on 11.06.99, recommendii^ 
safeguard duty to be imposed @ of 22% advalorem during the ® 

of 15% advalorem during the 2^ year on imports of Phenol into India being the 
minimum necessary for the protection of the domestic 'r»dusti 7 from the serious 
iniury threatened to be caused by the increased imports of Phenol. In exercise 
of powers conferred by sub section (1) of section 8B of the Customs Tanff Act, 
1975(51 of 1975) read with Rules 12 and 14 of the SGD Rules and based ori 
the final findings of the Director General (Safeguards), the Central Government 
vide Notification No.82/99-Customs dated June. 1999 imposed on Phenof 
falling under sub-heading number 2907.11 of the First Schedule to the said 
Customs Tariff Act, when imported into India, a safeguard duty at the rate of; 


(a) 22% when imported upto and inclusive of the 29‘^ day of February, 2000, and 

(b) 15% when imported from the 1“' of March, 2000 to 29^'’ day of June, 2001 
(both days inclusive). 


Further the said notification exempted, inter alia, levy of safeguard duty 
on imports of Phenol from notified developing countries under Clause (a) of 
sub-section (6) of Section 8B of Customs Tariff Act 1975, other than South 


Africa. 
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Part II —Sec, 3(i)I 


2. On an application filed before me under Rule 18 of the SGD Rules by 
Hindustan Organic Chemicals Ltd. (HOC), Mumbai and Herdillia Chemicals 
Ltd. (HCL), Mumbai for review of Safeguard duty imposed on imports of Phenol 
into India to protect the domestic producers of Phenol against continued 
serious injury caused by the increased imports of Phenol into India, a notice of 
review was issued on 1st January 2001 and final findings were issued on 
16.05.2001 and was published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary on 
20.06.2001 

In exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (1) and (4) of section 8B 
of the Customs Tariff Act 1975, read with rule 18 of the SGD Rules, the Central 
Government vide Notification No. 73/2001-CUSTOMS dated 28*'’ June 2001, 
after considering the aforesaid final findings In review, imposed safeguard duty 
on imports of Phenol into India as under: 

(a) 10%, when imported from the 30**’ day of June, 2001 to the 29**’ day of 
June, 2002 (both days inclusive); and 

(b) 7%, when imported from the 30*** day of June, 2002 to the 29**’ day of 
June, 2003 (both days inclusive). 

The notification also exempted levy of safeguard duty on imports of 
Phenol made from countries notified as developing countries under clause (a) 
of sub-section (6) of section 8B of the said Customs Tariff Act. 

3. It has been informed to the Department of Revenue, Ministry of 
Finance, New Delhi that the imports of Phenol into India during April to early 
September 2001 from Brazil, China, Korea, Singapore and South Africa 
constituting some of the notified developing countries listed in Notification 
No. 103/98-Customs dated 14.12.98 are much more than the de-minimis level 
stipulated under Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 to make them 
eligible for availing the exemption benefits extended by the aforesaid 
Notification No. 73/2001-CUSTOMS dated 28*” June 2001. It has also been 
stated that imports from South Africa and Singapore in July 2001 alone was to 
the extent of 3551 tonnes, which worked out to more than 13% of the total 
imports of Phenol during the year 2000-01. It has been requested that the 
exemption from safeguard duty available to imports originating from these 
developing countries may be revoked. Further, the consignments that have 
escaped the levy, should also be subjected to safeguard duty. 

4. The matter was examined and it appeared prima facie the imports of 
Phenol from the aforementioned notified developing countries were more than 
the de-minimis level stipulated under Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act 
1975. Accordingly it was decided to initiate review proceedings. The purpose 
of the review was to determine whether such notified developing countries 
were eligible to the exemption from payment of safeguard duty on imports of 
Phenol from these countries. 





[WT11—•;g^3(i)] ___: aminj OT ___n 

B. Procedure 

The Notice of Review to consider whether safeguard duty on imports of 
Phenol into India from notified developing countries should be exempted was 
issued on 22.10.2001 and was published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary 
on 23.10,2001. A copy of the Notice was sent to all known interested parties to 
make their views known and submit documentaiy evidence by 29*^ November 
2001 namely:- 

Domestic Producers 

(i) Hindustan Organic Chemicals Ltd (HOCL), Mumbai 

(ii) Herdillia Chemicals Ltd. (HCL), Mumbai 

(iii) Neyveli Lignite Corporation, Tamilnadu. 

Importers/Usar industries 

(i) C.J.Shah & Company, Mumbai 

(ii) Haresh Kumar & Company, Mumbai 

(iii) Vinmar International India Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai 

(iv) Sonkamal Enterprises,Mumbai 

(v) Khetan Brothers, Mumbai 
(Vi) Xpro India, Mumbai 

(vii) Kesar Petroproducts Ltd., Mumbai 
(viii) Bakelite Hylam Ltd., Hyderabad 

(ix) Gargi Huttenes Albertus Private Limited, Mumbai 

(x) Alta Laboratories Ltd.,Dadar, Mumbai 

(xi) United Phosphorus Limited, Mumbai 

(xii) Colour Chem Limited, Balkum, Thane 
(xiii) Kitply Industries, Calcutta 

(xiv) Romit Resins Pvt. Ltd., Panvel 

(xv) Bilag Industries, Vapi 

(xvi) United Metachem, Pune 

(xvii) Marvel Thermosets P. Ltd., Mumbai 
(xviii) Daurala Organics Ltd., New Delhi. 

(xix) Century Laminating Co., Ltd., New Delhi 

(xx) Foseco India Ltd., Pune 

(xxi) Schnectady Specialities Asia Ltd., Mumbai 

Exporters 

(i) Phenolchemie GmbH, Germany 

(ii) Enichem, Italy 

(iii) Georgia Gulf Corporation, U.S.A. 

(iv) Mitsui Chemicals, Tokyo/Mitsui & Co. Ltd., Singapore 

(v) Kumho Chemical Company, Seoul, Korea 

(vi) Taiwan Prosperity Chemical Company, Taiwan 

(vii) Merisol, South Africa, (Merichem Sasol) 

i.1 £> ^2 


3 
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(viii) Kolmar Petrochemicals AG, Switzerland. 

(ix) ICC Chemical Corporation, New York, 

(X) Tosoh Corporation, Tokyo 

(xi) Formosa Plastics Corporation, Taiwan 

(xii) Tricon Energy Ltd., U.S.A. 

Overseas Associations ' 

(i) Chemical' Safety Management Centre, Japan Chemical Industry 
Association-JCIA,Tokyo 100, Japan. 

(ii) Chemical and Allied Industies Association -(CAIA) Auckland Park 2006, 
South Africa. 

(iii) Korean Petrochemical Industry Association -(KPIA) Chongno-ku, Seoul, 
Korea. 

(iv) Petrochemical Industry Association of Taiwan (PIAT) Section 4, 
Chutung, Hsinchu, Taiwan. 

(v) Chemical Manufacturers Association (CMA) Virginia-22209, USA , 

(vi) Verband der Chemischen Industrie - VCL Germany 

Indian Associations 

fi) Society of Thermosetting Industries, Mumbai 

(ii) Indian Laminates Manufacturers Association, Mumbai 

(iii) Indian Chemical Manufacturers Association, Mumbai 

(iv) All India Association of Industries, Mumbai 

2. A copy of the notice of review was also sent to the governments of 
exporting countries through their High Commissions/Embassies in New Delhi 
namely Belgium, Chinese Taipei, Germany, Italy, Japan, Korea DPR, Korea 
RP, the Netherlands, Russia, Singapore, South Africa, U.K., USA and to the 
European Union, Delegation of the European Commission in India, New Delhi. 

3. Replies to the Notice dated 22.10,2001 were received from the following 
parties;- 

Domestic Producers 

(i) Hindustan Organic Chemicals Ltd., Mumbai 

(ii) Herdillia Chemicals Ltd., Mumbai 

Importers/User Industries 

(i) Kesar Petroproducts Ltd., Mumbai 

(ii) Foseco India Ltd. Pune 
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Exporters 

(i) Mitsui Phenol Singapore Pte. Ltd., Singapore 

(ii) Ineos Phenol GmbH & Co.KG, Deutschland. Germany 

(iii) EniChem Pacific Limited, Italy. 

Indian Associations 

(i) All India Association of Industries, Mumbai 

C. Views of Exporters 

The following main points have been made by the exporters: 

(a) Mitsui Phenol Singapore PTE. Ltd., Singapore 

(i) Phenol acts as a barometer indicating the strength of the overall industry 
of a country. Phenol has been used commercially from the beginning of 
20*^ century, and now Phenol is consumed by many industries around 
the world and the demand continues to grow. 

(ii) Phenol demand in India exceeds the total output of the two producers in 
India and the estimated demand in India is about 9000 to 10000 tonnes 
per month as against production pf about 5000 to 6000 tonnes per 
month. 

(iii) They do not think the domestic producers are damaged by imports and 
in bet the foreign Phenol suppliers cover the shortage at internationally 
competitive prices. 

(iv) The increase of Phenol imports from Singapore would be in accordance 
with the interest of customer in India . 

(v) The exemption clause of the safeguard needs to be retained in view of 
the spirit of the fair trade and that the safeguard duty itself should be 
abolished as soon as possible for the national interest of India. 

(b) Ineos Phenol, Germany 

(i) There should be no disparities in the duty structure and they expect a 
uniform level playing field. They have requested to revoke the safeguard 
duty exemption on imports of Phenol originating from few of the 
developing countries and also levy safeguard duty on the consignments 
which have escaped the levy. 

(c) EniChem Pacific Ltd., Italy 

(i) They have never been a major or a regular supplier of Phenol to the Indian 
market and only very small quantities have been exported to India at European 
prices. They have requested for exemption from safeguard duty on export made 
by them. 


216 GI/2002—4 
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D. Views of Importers/User industries 

(a) M/s. Kesar Petroproducts Ltd., Mumbai 

(b) M/s. Foseco India Ltd., Pune 

They have stated broadly the following: 

(a) As per the notice, the purpose of the review is stated to be to determine 
whether such notified developing countries are eligible to the exemption for 
payment of safeguard duty on imports of Phenol from these countries. In their 
view it is necessary to redefine the scope of the review and to widen it to 
determine ab-initio whether basically there is proper justification for continuing 
the safeguard duty protection on imports of Phenol in future. 

(b) There is a basic change in the status of one of the manufacturers of 
Phenol namely Herdillia Chemicals Limited due to its management and control 
being taken over by a Multi-national Corporation, Schenectady Corporation, 
USA which is a major consumer of Phenol in India and outside India 37.5% of 
the country’s Phenol manufacturing capacity has become captive to the 
multinational and gone out of reach of other Phenol consumers in the country. 

(c) The most important component of manufacturing cost of Phenol namely 
the cost of its raw materials has undergone a major change which is favourable 
to the Phenol manufacturers. The prices of raw materials and furnace oil have 
substantially come down. 

(d) Both the manufacturers of Phenol are continuing to make high profits 
and covering up losses in their other product lines at the cost of consumers of 
Phenol who are facing a serious threat of closure of their operations. 

(e) The grounds on which the domestic producers applied for extension of 
period of SGD do not exist today. 

(f) The imports of Phenol during the period from April to early September 
2001 were more because of less production by one of the manufacturers of 
Phenol (HOCL) in the country and is a temporary phenomenon which does not 
call for review of exemption granted to imports from developing countries. 
During the same period i.e. from April to September 2001 the other 
manufacturer of Phenol namely Herdillia could produce 15600 MT of Phenol 
against its pro-rata capacity of 17000 MT (capacity utilisation of 92%) thus did 
not face any marketing constraint which shows that HOCL’s reduction in 
production was due to its own problem other than marketirg. 

(g) Herdillia itself imported Phenol to the extent of 2222 MT in the year 
2000-01 which was much higher than their import of 951 MT in the year 1999- 
2000. Though the imports may be duty free being for export purposes, Herdillia 
had to pay ocean freight of about US$ 70 MT and other costs of clearing, 
storage etc. 
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(h) Herdillia finds it worthwhile to import Phenol rather than use its own 
production which means that the margin on its own production is more than the 
cost on ocean freight, clearance charges etc. 

(i) Herdillia exports the products based on Phenol viz. Dodecyl & other alkyl 
Phenol, Isophorone & Diacetone Alcohol which are the products manufactured 
by Schenectady. With the take over of Herdillia by Schenectady it is feared that 
huge quantities of these Phenol-based products shall be manufactured in India 
and exported. This will result in less availability of Phenol to other consumers in 
the country to that extent and widen the demand supply gap for Phenol. 

(j) There is no justification at all for^emoving the exemption granted to 
imports of Phenol made from developing countries since imports of Phenol 
were higher due to less production of Phenol in the country. Thus the Phenol 
consumers would have suffered a major set back if the benefit of importing from 
developing countries would not have been there.In the final findings dated 
16.05.2001 it was acknowledged that there is a demand/supply gap of 12000 
MT in the first year and 12,500 MT in the second year and hence these 
quantities were recommended to be exempted from safeguard duty.lt is 
submitted that to the extent of these gaps, it is necessary to permit import of 
Phenol free of SGD and hence there is no case to remove the exemption 
granted in the Notification No.73/2001 dated 28.6.2001 for imports from notified 
developing countries, at least to the extent of the above gaps. 

In addition to the above M/s Kesar Petroproducts have reiterated their 
submissions made by them during the earlier review carried out. 

E. Views of the Association 

The All India Association of Industries, Mumbai 

(i) Recently, a Customs Notification bearing No. 73/2001 Customs dated 
28^'^ June 2001 has been issued which extends the safeguard duty period on 
Phenol by two years. This decision was based on the application made by 
Herdillia Chemicals Ltd. which has resulted in major gain to HCL. 

(ii) In the Public Offer document issued by Schenectady (India) a subsidiary 
of Schenectady USA for acquiring shares of Herdillia Chemicals Holdings 
Limited (HCL) it may be seen that by this public offer Schenectady India will 
virtually be the sole shareholder of the HCL. HCL is one of the two 
manufacturers of Phenol in the country. Schenectady is one of the largest 
consumers of Phenol in the world and has already established the facility for 
manufacturing nonyl phenol in India of which it is now the sole manufacturer in 
the country. 

(iii) It will be appreciated that once the acquisition of HCL by Schenectady is 
complete it will have monopolistic control on Phenol both as its manufacturers 
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and a major consumer which is likely to be misused against the interest of 
Phenol based industries in the country which are mainly in small and medium 
sector and are struggling to continue to run their plants with great difficulties 
due to reduction in import duty of its own end products. 

(iv) In the background of the above developments there is a strong case to 
examine once against the issue of Safeguard duty imposed on Phenol under 
the Notification dated 28.06.2001, in spite of objections filed by all the Phenol 
based industries in India. 

(v) The Central Government had originally imposed safeguard duty on 
Phenol vide Notification No. 8^99-Customs dated 30*^ June 1999. This 
notification was based on the final findings of the Director General (Safeguard) 
dated 12*'^ May 1999. In the said final findings it was noted by DG(Safeguard) 
that HCL had represented that they would carry out certain modifications in the 
Phenol plant to achieve reduction in cost by which the extension of Safeguard 
duty will not be required. In spite of such assurance HCL made a joint 
application of DG Safeguard for review of Safeguard duty beyond 29**^ June 
2001. In spite of objections raised by Phenol users, DG Safeguard, by its final 
findings dated 16*^ May 2001 recommended extension of Safeguard duty on 
Phenol at lower rates and recommended that certain quantity of Phenol be 
exempted from such duties since imports of Phenol upto that level were 
considered unavoidable due to supply and demand gap in the country. The 
government by its notification No.73-2001 Customs dated 28*^ June 2001 
however, extended the Safeguard duty on Phenol at lower rates for the period 
from OO'*^ June 2001 to 29*'’ June 2003 without allowing quantitative exemption 
but providing that the import under advance licence as well as imports from 
developing countries will be exempted from such safeguard duty. 

(vi) It is significant to note that Schenectady India itself had filed its objection 
with DG (Safeguard) to extension of Safeguard duty on Phenol stating that it 
would make manufacture of Phenol based products uncompetitive. 

(vii) Due to Schenectady’s acquisition of HCL the situation in Phenol market 
is completely changed which was not covered by the review of DG Safeguard & 
hence there is no justification for continuing the Safeguard duty on Phenol in 
future. The entire matter be reviewed for discontinuing the Safeguard duty on 
Phenol for future to protect the interest of Phenol based industries in the 
country. 

(viii) Pending such review of Notification No.73-2001 Customs dated 28**’ 
June 2001 the exemptions included in the said notification for the imports of 
Phenol from the countries notified as developing countries may not be removed 
under any circumstances since it will deprive the Phenol based industries of any 
opportunity to importing from such countries to face the monopolistic control on 
domestic Phenol manufacture and in the interest of the small scale Phenol 
based industries so that they get a level playing ground and do not suffer a final 
blow to their existence. 
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F. Views of domestic producers 

The domestic producers have made the following main points: 

(i) The purpose of the extension of the period of Safeguard Duty was to 
keep in check the level of imports of Phenol that had caused Serious Injury to 
the domestic Phenol producing industry. However, despite the extension of the 
period, contrary has happened. Imports have increased significantly. The 
imports in approximately the first quarter of the extended period (i.e. 1®‘July to 
4**^ October 2001) were as high as 23,044 Tons as against 26, 442 Tons in the 
whole year 2000-01with sharply declining prices.A significant portion of these 
imports (7899 Tons from July 2001 - 4^ October 2001) has come in from 
‘developing countries' such as Singapore and South Africa. Presently, on 
imports from these countries, no Safeguard Duty is being levied (due to the 
exemption granted) despite the share of each of these two countries being 
individually more than 3%. 

(ii) As per Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, Safeguard Duty is not 
leviable on imports from a developing country only so long as the share of 
imports from that specific country is less than 3% of the total imports. The 
exemptions for levy of Safeguard Duty have been granted only so long as the 
share of imports does not cross the levels mentioned above. The countries 
Singapore and South Africa fall in the list of developing nations covered in the 
Notification of the Government of India No. 103/ 98 dated 14*'’ December 1998. 
Ot these, South Africa has always been a large producer of Phenol and a major 
exporter of Phenol to India. The share of imports from South Africa (a 
d^i^glpping country) was as high as 33.80 % (in the year 1998-99).The share 
came down to 4% (during the period April 1999 to March 2001) only due to 
Safeguard Duty being a deterrent for Phenol imports from South Africa. Such 
exemption was granted possibly because, for a very brief period (i.e. April 2000 
to March 2001, when Safeguard Duty was in force), the share of Phenol imports 
from South Africa was less than 3%. During the approximate six month period 
of 1®* April 2001 to 4*'’ October 2001, imports from South Africa are reported to 
be 2349 Tons. If this figure is compared with total imports (from all sources) 
30,380 Tons for the same period, the share of South Africa yvorks out to 7.73% 
(which is well above the de-minimis level of 3%). Even if the six month import 
figure is compared with total average annual imports of previous two years 
(1999-2000 and 2000-01) of 27,872 TPA, the share of South Africa works out to 
over 8.4%. As percentage of last fiscal year’s import (of 26,442 Tons), the share 
of South Africa works out to over 8.8%. Safeguard Duty should be levied on 
Phenol imports from South Africa immediately and with retrospective effect. 

(iii) Earlier, in 1999, there was no major possibility of Phenol import from any 
developing country other than South Af'-'ca. However, Singapore is now 
emerging as a major exporter of Phenol to .\:dia as Mitsui has commissioned its 
large Phenol plant in Singapore during July 2001. There is no significant local 




24 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II—Sec. 3(i)] 


market for Phenol in Singapore (except for some quantities being consumed for 
manufacture of Bisphenol-A) and the nearest market for this Mitsui facility is 
India. Exports from this country to India have therefore started coming in at 
drastically low prices and in large quantities. Within a quarter of commissioning 
of a large capacity for Phenol in Singapore (in July 2001), there has been a 
flood of imports from Singapore, the share of which has already crossed well 
beyond 3% of the total imports. Large Phenol parcels have arrived on the Indian 
shores from Singapore during the period between 1®* July 2001 to 4*^ October 
2001. During the approximate three month period starting from 1®‘ July 2001, 
imports from Singapore are reported to be 7066 Tons. If this figure is compared 
with total imports (from all sources) of 23,044 Tons for the same period, the 
share of Singapore works out to 30.66% (which is well above-the de-minimis 
level of 3%). Even if the three month import figure is compared with total 
average annual imports of previous two years (1999-2000 and 2000-01) of 
27,872 TPA, the share of Singapore works out to over 25%. As percentage of 
last fiscal year's import (of 26,442 Tons), the share of Singapore works out to 
over 26%. 

(iv) The imports of Phenol from South Africa and Singapore have individually 
crossed the de-minimis levels, they have requested the Govt, of India to issue 
a notification making Safeguard Duty applicable on import of Phenol from 
Singapore and South Africa. 

(v) The flood of imports from these two countries at low prices and without 
attracting Safeguard Duty has caused grave harm to the domestic Phenol 
manufacturers. Inventories have piled up. In fact, soon after the flood of imports 
from Singapore started, the stocks of Phenol mounted and the combined stock 
of both companies put together was 2861 Tons towards the end o|niUgust 
2001. The facility of Hindustan Organic Chemicals Ltd. was shut down 
(between 4*^ to 19'^ September 2001) and Herdillia may have to follow suit very 
soon in view of high stocks of Phenol of 1009 Tons (bulk plus packed 
combined) as on 28^*’ October 2001. 

(vi) Imports of Phenol have come in at still lower prices than the prices 
prevailing during April 2000 to March 2001. Both the Indian Phenol 
manufacturing companies have therefore had to reduce their Phenol prices. 

(vii) They have also requested to levy Safeguard Duty on Phenol imports 
from South Africa and Singapore at least on a provisional basis besides levy of 
Safeguard Duty on Phenol imports from Singapore and South Africa with 
retrospective effect. 

G. Findings 

I have carefully gone through the case records and replies filed by all the 
interested parties including the domestic producers, users/importers and 
exporters. A number of issues have been raised by various parties, which have 
no direct bearing on the scope of the present proceedings which has been 
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made amply clear in the notice of review. It was clearly mentioned that it 
appeared prima facie the imports of Phenol from the notified developing 
countries were more than the de-minimis level stipulated under Section 8B of 
the Customs Tariff Act 1975 and the interested parties were asked to make 
their views known and submit documentary evidence. The purpose of the 
review was to determine the share of developing countries in the total imports of 
Phenol eligible to the exemption from payment of safeguard duty on imports of 
Phenol from these countries. 

As regards the imports of Phenol into India during the period 1998-99, 
1999-2000 ,2000-01 and 2001-02(upto September 2001) it is observed that the 
countries mentioned in the Table below exported Phenol to India during the said 
period. The data for the period 1998-99 and 1999-2000 has been taken from 
DGCIS Calcutta and for the period 2000-01 and 2001-02 (upto September 
2001) is based on the data furnished by the applicants which has been duly 
verified with the DGCIS and Kandia Customs. On the basis of the verified data, 
the share of various Countries/ Territories in the total imports of Phenol into 
India is determined as per table below : 

Share of various countries in Imports of Phenol into India 

Imports in MT 


1998-99 1999-2000 2000-01 2001-02(9/01) 

Country/territory 

Quantity 

%age 

share 

Quantity 

%age 

share 

Quantity 

%age 

share 

Quantity 

%age 

share 

China PR 

7.000 

0.03 

117.667 

0,40 

- 

- 

40.000 

0.16 

European 

Community 

85.735 

0.34 

16493.150 

m 

7348.301 

27.79 

8059,231 

31.16 

Israel 



"20.500 

HE9I 



- 

- 

Japan 

-5911.450 

23.45 

849.716 

KSI 

1014.139 

3.83 

76.400 

HSU 

Korea RP 

9762.106 

38.72 

16.000 

mm 

- 

■ 

— 


Malaysia 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1570.000 


Mexico 

- 

- 

100.000 

KESI 

- 

- 



Russia 

36.000 

0,14 

895.046 

Ksa 

- 

- 

___ 

~ 

South Africa 

8522.457 


2165.344 


374,000 


2020.124 

7.81 

Singapore 

16,000 


72.600 

0.25 

41.400 

mm 

8071,483 

mm 

Switzerland 

0,100 

- 

28.000 

0.09 

- 

- 



Saudi Arabia 

- 


108.000 

0.37 

- 

_ *_ 

296.400 

mm 

Taiwan 

809.505 

3.21 

231.850 

0.79 

3550,420 

■Esa 

3779.886 

mwifm 

USA 

62.645 

0,25 

8204.216 

28,00 

14114.732 

mm 

1947.000 


Total 

25212.999 

100 

29302.089 

100 

26442.992 

100 

25860.524 

100 


It is pertinent here to reproduce the provisions of Section 8B of the 
Customs Tariff Act 1975 which empowers the Government to impose 
Safeguard duty in accordance with the provisions of the said section. 

“If the Central Government after conducting such enquiry as it deems fit, 
is satisfied that any article is imported into India in such increased quantities 
and under such conditions so as to cause or threatening to cause serious injury 
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to domestic industry, then it may, by notification in the Official Gazette, impose 
a safeguard duty on that article. 

Provided that no such duty shall be imposed on article originating 
from a developing country so long e? the share of imports of that article 
from that country does not exceed three percent or where the article Is 
originating from more than one developing countries then, so long as the 
aggregate of the Imports from all such countries taken together does not 
exceed nine percent of the total imports of that article into India.” 

It is observed rrom the above tabulation that the share of following 
ueveloping countries (notified under Notification No. 103/98 -Cus dated 
14.12.1998 as amended by Notification No. 62/99 dated 13.5.99 ) in the import 
of Phenol into India during the first half of 2001-02(April- Sept.) has been 3% or 
more: 

Malaysia, South Africa and Singapore. 

Accordingly, it is recommended that imports of Phenol into India from 
these notified developing countries be subjected to safeguard duty leviable 
thereon. 

The total share of notified developing countries, having individual share 
of less than 3% in the import of Phenol into India, does not account for 9% or 
more collectively and accordingly, it is recommended that imports of Phenol 
from such notified developing countries may not be subject to safeguard duty. 


[F. No. SG/lNV/2/98-(Rev.)] 
R. K. GUPTA, Director General 
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